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91-9M-2 


91-9M-3 


Call to Order 


Dr. Bertrand called the meeting to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Approval of Agenda 


It was moved and seconded (Auchinachie/Gray) that the Agenda be approved 
as circulated. 


Carried. 


Approval of the Minutes 


It was moved and seconded (Knitter/Byers) that the minutes of the Arts and 
Science Faculty Council meeting held September 20, 1991, be approved as 
circulated, with the following corrections: 


Page 16: change the phrase ‘one man’ to ‘one masculine noun’ 
Page 12: ‘ter’ and ‘tor’ 


Carried. 


It was moved and seconded (Knitter/Byers) that the minutes of the Arts and 
Science Faculty Council meeting held October 18, 1991, be approved as 
circulated, with the following corrections: 

Page 3 - 91-8M-4 motion seconded by Anderson 

Page 16 - paragraph 2; History of Political Theory was given an example not 
as the only course which deals with this issue. 

Page 10 - 3rd paragraph: insert ‘and’ after ‘master’; replace ‘although 
everyone knew’ with ‘It has long been pointed out that we have’ 


Carried. 


Remarks from the Chair 


There were no remarks from the Chair. 


Questions and Announcements 


Dr. Decarie announced his participation in a fund-raising event during the 
weekend following Council meeting and asked anyone who wished to sponsor him 
to speak with him after Council. 
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6. Elections/Ratification - Arts and Science Faculty Committees 


Arts and Science Faculty Steering Committee 
Kim Beaudoin (POLI) 


Ratified 


Arts and Science Computer Resources Committee 


No nominations from CUSA 


Arts and Science Faculty Panel - (Academic Regulations Regarding Cheating) 


No nominations from CUSA 


Arts and Science Committee on General Education 
No nominations from CUSA 


Arts and Science Faculty Appeal Committee - (Regulations Regarding 
Academic Re-evaluation) 


No nominations from CUSA 


Arts and Science Faculty Honours Committee 


No nominations from CUSA 


Arts and Science Student Request Committee 


No nominations from CUSA 


Board of Graduate Studies 
Dr. M.A. Malek (MATH) 
Acclaimed 


Board of Graduate Studies Curriculum Committee 
Dr. John Jackson (SOCI) 
Acclaimed 


Advisory Search Committee for the Dean of Arts and Science 
Dr. W. Knitter (EDUC) 


Dr. M. Vipond (HIST) 
Dr. P. Widden (BIOL) 
Dr. M. Peluso (POLI) 
Elected by secret ballot 


Janet Graham (Undergraduate student) 
David Parent (Undergraduate student) 
Satish Seetharaman (Graduate student) 
Ratified 
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Proposal for a Master’s in Women’s Studies 


It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Preston) that the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council approve the proposal for a Master’s in Women’s Studies as 
submitted by the Simone de Beauvoir Institute. 


Dr. Stevens asked Dr. Ainley, Principal of the Simone de Beauvoir Institute to 
make a brief introduction of the proposal. 


Dr. Ainley reported that the proposal before Council was the result of 7 years of 
planning. She placed the development of Women’s Studies in its Canadian 
historical context, pointing to Concordia’s leadership in the field as the first 
institution in Canada to establish an undergraduate Women’s Studies program. 
As a scholarly field of enquiry it had only been in existence for 25 years. Of the 
current 25 universities in Canada with undergraduate programs in Women’s 
Studies only 5 offered an M.A. with a specialization in Women’s Studies. Of 
these five, Simon Fraser University was the only one with an M.A. in Women’s 
Studies. York University had recently approved both an M.A. and a Ph.D. in 
Women’s Studies to go into effect in September 1992. Dr Ainley elaborated on 
the need for a M.A. in Women’s Studies at Concordia and provided statistics on 
the current enrolment in the program. She also traced the development of the 
Women’s Studies program now located in the Simone de Beauvoir Institute 
illustrating how it grew out of interdisciplinary courses on women studies. In 
addition to the 110 students enrolled in Women’s Studies another 276 Concordia 
students were enrolled in one or more courses in the Women’s Studies program. 
She noted that members of the Institute conducted interdisciplinary research and 
had an impressive list of publications in Women’s Studies. The major strength 
of the undergraduate program lay in its interdisciplinary approach, accessible 
academic programs and pragmatic applications. The graduate program in 
Women’s Studies would continue to provide this type of training based on an 
inclusive curriculum through a wholly ethnic student population. The proposed 
program would focus on interdisciplinary, theoretical and methodological 
approaches to women’s issues in both an academic and applied context. Students 
would follow a structured academic program, leading either to further studies at 
the doctoral level, or to professional careers in the public, para-public or private 
sectors. The proposed program would offer two options, Option A would be the 
academic program with thesis; and Option B would be a professional program 
without a thesis but with an internship. The current available faculty was actually 
the starting point for building a graduate program. There were professors in the 
Faculty of Arts and Science as well as in Commerce and Administration and Fine 
Arts who were interested in teaching special topics courses in the program or to 
act as thesis supervisors for students. But the program would require additional 
full-time faculty members. With the growing interest in graduate level studies 
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and research, and with more faculty hired, the program could lead to the 
development of a Ph.D. in Women Studies within a few years. 


Dr. Robinson asked why the comprehensive examination was listed as required 
but had O-credit attached to it. 


Dr. Ainley explained that there were certain guidelines in formulating these 
programs which necessitated its inclusion. Many other graduate programs had 
comprehensive exams without credit. 


Mr. Awasti asked if students would still have to pay for taking these 
comprehensive examinations, even though they were without credit. 


Dr. Ainley responded that the credits were in hand in that they were part of the 
thesis. The comprehensive examinations were one of the steps that the students 
had to take, in both options. 


Dr. Pallen noted that three more faculty were required. He wished to know 
whether this requirement would be met by Quebec once the program was 
approved or whether this would deplete the pool of faculty in other programs. 


Dr. Bertrand responded that in the normal course of events when a dossier made 
its way through this body and then through the Board of Graduate Studies and 
finally Senate, it would be prepared for submission to the Ministry. In the 
preparation, provision was normally made on the forms to the government for the 
required faculty such as the three faculty mentioned here. 


Dr. Knitter said that that was not entirely a fair representation of the funding 
difficulties of a new program. It was his understanding that when new programs 
started they were given start-up money for a few years. After that time, the 
university was expected to fund it on its own. 


Dr. Bertrand said that for the first year the government paid for the faculty 
required to mount a new program and then student revenues were expected to 
cover the positions, but it was in that first year, not having student revenues that 
the funding was important. 


Mr. Awasti asked if the student revenues came to the university designated for 
a specific graduate program or as general revenue. 


Dean Bertrand responded that salaries would come from general revenues coming 
to the university. He reminded Council that any faculty member hired for 
Women’s Studies would also teach at the undergraduate level, either in women’s 
Studies or in another discipline as well. Any faculty member hired would not 
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teach only at the graduate level. 


Dr. Knitter asked if on page 8 the current slogan about "white, male, eurocentric" 
was not out of date or inappropriate. It struck him as being unnecessarily 
chauvinistic. He noted that although feminine scholarship had brought new 
perspectives to academic and social life, to a considerable extent, there must be 
as many continuities between feminine scholarship and previous forms of 
scholarship as there were discontinuities. There was literary criticism, as well 
as historical work. The training that women received must somehow have carried 
over and retooled their powers of thinking. He mentioned that there were as many 
challenges within the house in respect of white female eurocentric . He also noted 
that within the Women’s Studies program itself there were challenges on that 
account. It seemed to him that the actual traditions were broad, and he found the 
phrase to be slovenistic. 


Dr. Ainley said that it was not intended to be slovenistic but that Women Studies 
had to develop an inclusive curriculum based on a different types of knowledge 
and scholarship, and not on that based only on white, middle-class, and upper- 
class Europeans and North Americans. | Women’s Studies had to consider 
analysis and approaches to scholarship based on gender, race and colour and it 
had to be spelled out. Women’s Studies was a new and developing area which 
had only flourished during the past quarter of a century. By considering other 
approaches, it would question previous great books by European men - "the great 
men of history". The previous way of looking at history and at literature was no 
longer appropriate. 


Dr. Decarie spoke in support of the proposal. He would have preferred that the 
word "methodological" on page 5 of the proposal be changed to "the study of 
method". He found Dr. Knitter’s comment to be valid, as he found the phrase 
rather sweeping, especially in its questioning of all previous knowledge that 
existed. There was a touch of grandness about it which he would be happier 
without. 


Mr. Awasti agreed and disagreed with part of what both Dr. Knitter and Dr. 
Decarie had said. He questioned whether or not in terms of interdisciplinary 
studies there would actually be teachers who were women from an ethno-cultural 
minority who could impart their experience, rather than white, European women 
who would give a skewed view of ethno-cultural experiences. He wondered if 
that could be incorporated within the proposal. As well, in terms of eurocentric 
ideas, he would rather be enlightened than be educated. 


Dr. Bertrand said that the inclusion of a statement on who should or not be hired 
within the text of a program proposal would probably condemn it. The university 
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did have an employment equity policy and all advertisements for positions within 
the university included a statement of that policy. 


It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Preston) that the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council approve the proposal for a Master’s in Women’s Studies as 
submitted by the Simone de Beauvoir Institute. 


Carried, 


Discussion of the Budget for Library Acquisitions 


Dr. Bertrand invited Dr. Herbert Ladd from the Department of Psychology, Chair 
of the University Library Committee to speak on the Library Materials Budget. 


Dr. Ladd introduced Mr. Bob Wrightson from the Library who was also present. 
He wanted to present to Council three different issues and make suggestions as 
to how those issues could be dealt with. The first was the 1991/92 budget, the 
second, the 1992/93 budget and the third was the budget following 1993. The 
1991/92 budget was short by $625,000 simply through an attempt to maintain the 
status quo from last year. The result of that shortfall was that acquisitions of 
monographs for all departments in Arts and Science have been reduced by 50% 
while the serials budget for this year had been maintained. This was true for all 
the faculties. The graph on the hand-outs showed this. The current status of the 
1991/92 budget was that there was still time to turn it around for this year. 
However, that could not happen without a concerted effort on the part of the 
faculty here. The committee were recommending that these figures should go 
back to departments for discussion. Secondly, the Selections Librarians would 
be going to departments to discuss this. Thirdly, they were mounting a publicity 
campaign in the Thursday Report. He hoped that there would be a motion from 
Council recommending to the Board of Governors that the funds for 1991/92 be 
reallocated so that the shortfall would be made available to the library this year. 
Ideally the time frame would be a motion from Steering Committee to the Arts 
and Science Faculty Council, then to Senate Steering Committee for November 
26 because Senate met on the 6th December and finally the Board of Governors 
which met on December 18th. The last possible date for changing this year’s 
budget would be the next meeting of the Board of Governors on January 15th. 
In terms of the 1992 budget, the current budgeting formula and anticipated 
inflation factor, the 1991/92 cut in monograph purchase will be maintained and 
as well a number of serials will have to be cut. He hoped that another motion 
would go forward to Senate that the 1992/93 budget be maintained at the 1991/92 
levels and that the funding formula would be reworked for future years to 
accurately reflect necessity. It would also be appropriate for a third motion to be 


ASFC 91-9M 


8 


made to request that the funding be revised to reflect all of this and that an 
inflationary factor be built in. He pointed out that the current push at Concordia 
to expand existing graduate programs and to add more which will impact on the 
library. The last graph showed how Concordia ranked as compared to research 
libraries in Canada. Concordia placed 24th out of 27; which meant that Concordia 
was not doing very well with the money that it had. 


Dr. Giguére addressed the question of why Concordia was not doing well. He 
explained that in 1986/87 the Quebec government recognized the need of all 
libraries in Quebec for additional funds. They did this in a highly unusual way, 
they divided the funds in terms of a capital grant to each Quebec university. The 
money awarded to Concordia was in the vicinity of $1,000,000. As the money 
was Capital, it could only be used for monographs. Normally acquisition budgets 
form a part of the operating grant of the university. Everyone hoped that this 
was to be a favourable sign for libraries. It might have been had not the 
recession hit and the government found itself short of money. After this one-shot 
injection, there was no more. What Concordia, and all other libraries in Quebec 
did was to use the money for monographs and therefore, decreased the money 
normally given from operating for monographs which could then be used to 
maintain serial acquisitions. The money was given and spent by 1990/91. For 
1991/92, there was a large drop in the actual funds available to spend. What 
was shown in the graphs was the costs of maintaining serials, where inflation 
rates have varied as high as 19% annually to a low of 11%, which was 
significantly above the indexation which the Quebec government allowed to the 
non-salary component of the university’s operating budget which was the area of 
5%. There were long-term solutions, which would probably involve 
specialization by university of the type of collections held and the more efficient 
use of inter-university loans. This was the situation that Concordia found itself 
in and it was not alone. Quebec, Canada and U.S. universities were all in the 
same situation. The very large research institutions were cancelling periodicals 
by the hundreds. We would have to decide, as a university, what we were going 
to do. The graphs will show that very rapidly either subscriptions to serials 
would have to be cancelled which will affect the research community primarily 
or the buying of any monographs at all will have to stop which would primarily 
affect the undergraduate population. Concordia was in a no-win situation unless 
there was a large injection of money, somewhere in the order of $600,000 to 
$800,000. G.S.T. had also hit and was included in the figure mentioned. Two 
years ago, Senate moved that research at Concordia was a priority which lead to 
the establishment of the Faculty Research Development Program. He thought 
that Dr. Ladd was inviting Council to make a motion to Senate and then to the 
University Budget Committee that at least the maintenance of acquisitions 
purchasing power be maintained as a major priority of the university. 


Mr. Awasti asked for more information on the structure of the library, how it 
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operated and how we could make it more efficient. He wanted additional 
information on the graphs in terms of a "word" break down. 


Mr. Wrightson said that the first page showed the overall budget, strictly 
acquisitions. The increase in serials shown was an increase in dollars per serial 
not in numbers of serials. 


Dr. Byers asked that this be considered a Notice of Motion and that an official 
motion be prepared and forwarded to Council. 


Dr. Decarie said that we could talk about costs without being able to do much 
about them. It seemed to him that we needed more information about the general 
allocation of the complete library budget. It seemed to him that a re-allocation 
would be necessary. 


Dr. Bertrand pointed out that Dr. Ladd’s request for a re-allocation for this year, 
was unrealistic. He had already committed or spent his own budget. The bottom 
line was that the 1992/93 allocation would mean that the budgets would have to 
be reallocated or frozen to deal with the library problem. Dr. Bertrand asked Dr. 
Ladd to forward more information so that there could be a fuller discussion at the 
next meeting of Council. 


Dr. Ladd said that he did not wish to suggest that the money be taken from 
present budgets, but he hoped that the Board of Governors would go elsewhere 
for the necessary funds. 


Dr. Bertrand thanked Dr. Ladd and Mr. Wrightson for appearing at Council and 
he assured them he would welcome them back to discuss this serious problem at 
a later meeting of Council. 


Discussion of Final Report of the Strategic Space Planning Committee 


Dr. Bertrand informed Council that Steering Committee had suggested that 
Council move into a Committee of the Whole for a period of approximately 40 
minutes to discuss the Final Report of the Strategic Space Planning Committee. 
Dr. Bertrand introduced Vice Rector, Services Dr. Charles Giguére to Council 
who had consented to speak on the report. 


Dr. Giguére asked that Council begin with the principles. 
There were no objections. 


Dr. Bertrand moved Council into a Committee of the Whole. 
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Council moved out of the Committee of the Whole after a forty minute discussion 
when Dr. Bertrand felt that it was time to entertain a motion to vote on the 
principles. 


Dr Bertrand Moved Council into formal session. 
Ms. Clément proposed that we put the motion on the table for vote. 


91-9M-5 It was moved and seconded (Bird/Gavin) that the Faculty of Arts and Science 
recommend to Senate the approval of the Principles from the Final Report 
of the Strategic Space Planning Committee. 


Dr. Pallen asked if Principle E might be explained. He understood the grouping 
of academic activities which have disciplinary or functional affinities but he found 
the second statement to be contrary. 


Dr. Giguére said that he also felt that the last sentence of Principle E was 
incongruous and did not belong there. 


91-9M-6 It was moved and seconded (Pallen/Auchinachie) that Arts and Science 
Faculty Council recommend to Senate that the second sentence in Principle 
E be removed from the Final Report of the Strategic Space Planning 
Committee. 


Dr. Auchinachie spoke in favour of the amendment in that parallel operations 
ensured that student time was not wasted. 


Carried. 


91-9M-7 It was moved and seconded (Decarie/Nero) that the Arts and Science Faculty 
Council recommend to Senate that Principle E be removed from the Final 
Report of the Strategic Space Planning Committee. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale said that this principle and its sub-set posed all kinds of 
problems in that it was unusually and unnecessarily specific in the context of 
principles in that it went beyond principles and led into particular scenarios. She 
felt that there was a build-in contradiction between the principle of consolidating 
departments, situating departmental facilities on the same campus, in the same 
buildings and the principle of interdisciplinarity which was suggested in the 
university’s mission statement which wanted to facilitate interdisciplinary contact 
and cooperation between teaching and research and encouraged students to shape 
their education in interdisciplinary ways. The whole question was extremely 
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complicated and should not be addressed as specifically as was occurring in the 
debate. 


Dr. Decarie agreed that we were planning for the 21st century but that having 
made that decision, felt that we should not waste our time on educational concepts 
of the late 19th century. The notion that somehow it was educationally superior 
to group people by the disciplines was one that has been under attack by serious 
educators for at least 50 years. While he was prepared to think it might be 
valuable, he felt it was dangerous to declare it as a principle. He felt that 
principle E was so vaguely worded that like the distinct society clause it meant 
either everything or nothing. 


Dr. Knitter spoke against the amendment pointing out that if everything flowed 
from the principles, it should be assumed that a plan could be deduced from 
these. As in architecture, the principles were laid down but there was still a need 
to see alternative plans from the architect. Although the actual building was what 
was being bought and should be built according to sound principles the actual 
house made an enormous amount of difference. These principles seemed to be 
fine but actual plans did not flow from them in any unilinear way, rather the 
principles informed Council’s thinking in favour of various scenarios. He felt the 
principles should be used only to help in thinking about space planning, not as 
pointing toward a particular scenario. 


Dr. Gray questioned the value of what the principle as it stood was attempting to 
achieve. One which was apparent was that the principle as it stood blocked the 
way to departmental members being alienated and dissipated from their 
departments. However, he noted that the danger of inadequately servicing an 
entire half of the university by being super concentrated onto one campus,in one 
building was the greater danger which led him to favour the amendment as 
proposed. 


Dr. Newsham asked if this principle could be used as justification for combining 
two departments. 


Dr. Bertrand responded that perhaps it could. 


From Dr. Bird’s perspective as being responsible for dividing space he felt that 
this principle contained one vital idea which was that the space that we had should 
not be wasted. Without this principle and the assistance that it gave to someone 
like himself in trying to prioritize things, he would not be able to help anyone 
requesting space. As of this moment, there were no spare rooms in the 
University although many rooms were only being used for a few hours a day. 
He supported the principle from a practical point of view. 
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Dr. Lightstone said that he felt that a particular scenario was being read into the 
principle. He said that this did not mean that departments on two campuses now 
would be only on one campus. He knew that there were departments that wanted 
to be consolidated but could not - not on two campuses or even one - but in 
buildings. A principle like this allowed a department to request contiguous space. 


Dr. Byers spoke in favour of the amendment. He was speaking from the point 
of view of the kind of university he imagined ten years down the line and what 
the organization of that university of the 21st century should be. It was 
conceivable to him that one could be witnessing the whole breakdown of 
departmental single disciplinary structures and looking at different associations 
between disciplines and what were traditional faculties was being played out. He 
was concerned that this kind of principle would freeze the situation along 
traditional lines which would mean that it was not a good principle. He was 
afraid that this kind of thinking could go too far. He felt that a certain set of 
axioms had been established, one never solved the problems because everything 
else flowed naturally out of those axioms. 


Dr. Giguére responded that we were moving into an age where disciplines have 
to be mixed, where people with different backgrounds must get together to 
participate in things - this was the academic part. If an interdisciplinary group 
be it for an academic program or research project was put together that was an 
academic decision and Principle A would apply. As long as the academic 
objectives were laid down people making decisions about space allocations in 
future would be guided by them. 


Dr. Bertrand pointed out to Dr. Byers that the word ‘functional’ affinity was 
there in addition to ‘disciplinary’. 


Mr. Parent used a metaphor of building house to illustrate his point - he pointed 
out regardless of whether the house was well built or not the fact of the matter 
was that one still needed to have things come to the house. From his viewpoint 
as a student viz a viz this particular principle academic activities is assumed to 
happen only within university space. As a student, he had had academic 
development outside of university space. The word functional could be used also 
in a negative way. He disagreed with the assumption that all academic activities 
happened within university space. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale asked why the word interdisciplinary had been avoided 


when it has become such an important part of our university life. She would 
prefer to have the word interdisciplinary added to disciplinary and functional. 


91-9M-7 It was moved and seconded (Decarie/Nero) that Arts and Science Faculty 
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Council approve the removal of Principle E from the Final Report of the 
Strategic Space Planning Committee. 


Carried - Vote: 26 for; 17 against: 3 abstentions 


91-9M-8 It was moved and seconded (Awasti/Nero) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council approve the amendment of Principle B of the Final Report of the 
Strategic Space Planning Committee to read: "In the development of a 
strategic space plan, the University should take pride and remain committed 
to its historic role of reaching out to its traditionally diverse student 
population and special segments of the community. 


Ms. Nero said that one of the concerns with the Principles of the Strategic Space 
Planning Task Force and the scenarios themselves particularly in the minds of 
students was that the university was moving away from its traditional area of 
commitment to serving the non-traditional student and she felt more secure 
amending Principle B to have the university continue its commitment to this. 


Carried. 


91-9M-9 It was moved and seconded (Lightstone/Crysler) that Arts and Science 
Faculty Council approve the addition of a Principle to the Final Report of the 
Strategic Space Planning Committee to read: "A strategic space plan for the 
university should respect any academic advantages to grouping together 
academic activities which have disciplinary or interdisciplinary affinities." 


Dr. Lightstone said that the difference between his amendment and Principle E 
was that it established a clearer academic context as determined by those 
academics who were concerned for making judgements about groupings. 


Dr. Auchinachie wished to know who would decide this. He hoped that it would 
be the departments and not the administration. 


Dr. Byers said that he liked the motion, it solved some problems he had. It put 
the emphasis on the academic basis for this type of decision and included the 
interdisciplinary nature of academics. To include this amendment would 
strengthen the principles. 


Prof. Crysler said that he seconded the amendment as Journalism had started its 
own strategic space plan ten years ago. The department moved to Loyola for 
interdisciplinary reasons and that move had proved successful for Journalism. 

It was beneficial for their joint programs and had increased traffic in those joint 
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Dr. White supported the amendment because is restored some of the benefit of 
the principle deleted. Without a principle of this type, there was nothing to 
support a department that wished to become integrated in any way. 


Dr. Gray said that he could support the amendment if the back door was not 
being used. He suggested a rewording of the amendment. 


Dr. Lightstone declined to reword the amendment. 


Dr. Newsham asked Dr. Lightstone if by using this principle the departments of 
Religion and Theology would be combined. 


Dr. Lightstone felt that the question was not relevant. 


Dr. Bertrand said that it was possible to combine the departments but only if both 
departments wished this to happen. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale said that she was grateful to Dr. Lightstone for proposing 
the amendment. It seemed essential to her, given the university’s Mission 
Statement to have interdisciplinary alongside disciplinary to bring the focus to the 
academic concerns. 


Carried; Vote: 28 for; 17 against; 0 abstentions 


91-9M-10 It was moved and seconded (Bird/Gavin) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council recommend to Senate the approval of the Principles of the Final 
Report of the Strategic Space Planning Committee as amended. 


Carried; Vote: 30 for: 12 opposed; 2 abstentions. 


Dr. Bertrand said that an extraordinary meeting of Arts and Science Faculty 
Council would be held to discuss the scenarios of the Final Report of the Strategic 
Space Planning Committee on Friday, November 29 at 2:00 p.m. in DL-200, in 
order to formulate a response from Arts and Science for Senate before December 
6th. 


Mr. Parent asked that the meeting be held earlier as students were particulary 
pressed for time at that time of year. 
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Dr. Bertrand sympathised with the students plight but pointed out that November 
29 was the first available date. 


Dr. Decarie said that Steering Committee requested suggestions and amendments 
to be forwarded to them so that they could a preferred scenario to Council for 
debate. It would be unfortunate to come to the next meeting of Council without 
any preliminary work having been done. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale noted that it was originally intended that the whole 
document would be discussed at this meeting. Steering Committee then hoped 
that motions and voting would take place at the extraordinary meeting. 


Dr. Bertrand pointed out that other Council business had to be dealt with at this 
meeting. He suggested moving the time to 1:00 p.m. to be finished by 5:00. 


Dr. Knitter suggested that we could take a specified length of time for each 
member of Council to air his/her views on the scenarios. 


Dr. Sharma said that he finished teaching only at 1:00 p.m. at SGW campus. 
It was finally settled that the next Council meeting would start at 1:30 p.m. 


Dr. Byers asked Council members to put their thoughts and concerns in writing 
and submit them to Steering Committee as quickly as possible. 


10. Other Business 


There was no other business. 


11. Next Meeting 


The next meeting of Arts and Science Faculty Council would be held November 
29 at 1:30 p.m. in DL-200; this was to be an extraordinary meeting to discuss 
and vote on the scenarios of the Final Report of the Strategic Space Planning 
Committee. 


The next regular meeting of Arts and Science Faculty Council would be held on 
Friday, December 13 at 2:00 p.m. in DL-200. 


12. Adjournment 


91-9M-11 It was moved and seconded (Ainley/Woodsworth) that the meeting be 
adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 


